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Aderholt Davis (KY) McCrery
Akin Davis, David McHenry
Bachmann Deal (GA) Mica
Baker Doolittle Miller (FL)
Barrett (SC) Duncan Musgrave
Barton (TX) English (PA) Myrick
Bishop (UT) Everett Nunes
Blackburn Foxx Poe
Blunt Franks (AZ) Price (GA)
Boehner Gingrey Reynolds
Bonner Granger Rogers (AL)
Bono Graves Rogers (KY)
Brady (TX) Hall (TX) Roskam
Brown (SC) Hastert Ryan (WI)
Burton (IN) Hayes Sali
Buyer Herger Schmidt
Campbell (CA) Johnson, Sam Sensenbrenner
Cannon Jordan Sessions
Cantor Kingston Smith (NE)
Carter Kline (MN) Tiahrt
Chabot Lamborn Tiberi
Coble LaTourette Turner
Conaway Lewis (KY) Westmoreland
Crenshaw Linder Wicker
Cubin Manzullo Wilson (SC)
Culberson McCarthy (CA) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—26
Brady (PA) Hunter Peterson (PA)
Brown, Corrine Jefferson Price (NC)
Cardoza Kanjorski Shuster
Carson Lampson Smith (WA)
Crowley Marchant Souder
Davis, Jo Ann Millender- Udall (NM)
Feeney McDonald Walsh (NY)
Flake Neal (MA) Wamp
Gordon Payne Wexler

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that
there are 2 minutes remaining in this
vote.

0 1911

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

NATO FREEDOM CONSOLIDATION
ACT OF 2007

Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the Senate bill (S. 494)
to endorse further enlargement of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) and to facilitate the timely ad-
mission of new members to NATO, and
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
WATSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:

S. 494

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “NATO Free-
dom Consolidation Act of 2007,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) The sustained commitment of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to mu-
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tual defense has made possible the demo-
cratic transformation of Central and Eastern
Europe. Members of the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization can and should play a crit-
ical role in addressing the security chal-
lenges of the post-Cold War era in creating
the stable environment needed for those
emerging democracies in Europe.

(2) Lasting stability and security in Europe
requires the military, economic, and polit-
ical integration of emerging democracies
into existing European structures.

(3) In an era of threats from terrorism and
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruc-
tion, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
is increasingly contributing to security in
the face of global security challenges for the
protection and interests of its member
states.

(4) In the NATO Participation Act of 1994
(title II of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928
note), Congress declared that ‘‘full and ac-
tive participants in the Partnership for
Peace in a position to further the principles
of the North Atlantic Treaty and to con-
tribute to the security of the North Atlantic
area should be invited to become full NATO
members in accordance with Article 10 of
such Treaty at an early date. . .”.

(5) In the NATO Enlargement Facilitation
Act of 1996 (title VI of section 101(c) of title
I of division A of Public Law 104-208; 22
U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress called for the
prompt admission of Poland, Hungary, the
Czech Republic, and Slovenia to the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization, and declared
that ‘‘in order to promote economic stability
and security in Slovakia, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Romania, Bulgaria, Albania,
Moldova, and Ukraine . . . the process of en-
larging NATO to include emerging democ-
racies in Central and Eastern Europe should
not be limited to consideration of admitting
Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, and
Slovenia as full members of the NATO Alli-
ance”’.

(6) In the European Security Act of 1998
(title XXVII of division G of Public Law 105—
277; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress declared
that ‘“‘Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Re-
public should not be the last emerging de-
mocracies in Central and Eastern Europe in-
vited to join NATO” and that ‘‘Romania, Es-
tonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and Bulgaria . . .
would make an outstanding contribution to
furthering the goals of NATO and enhancing
stability, freedom, and peace in Europe
should they become NATO members [and]
upon complete satisfaction of all relevant
criteria should be invited to become full
NATO members at the earliest possible
date’.

(7) In the Gerald B. H. Solomon Freedom
Consolidation Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-
187; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress endorsed
“. .. the vision of further enlargement of
the NATO Alliance articulated by President
George W. Bush on June 15, 2001, and by
former President William J. Clinton on Octo-
ber 22, 1996”°.

(8) At the Madrid Summit of the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization in July 1997, Po-
land, Hungary, and the Czech Republic were
invited to join the Alliance, and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization heads of state
and government issued a declaration stating
“[t]he alliance expects to extend further in-
vitations in coming years to nations willing
and able to assume the responsibilities and
obligations of membership ... [n]Jo Euro-
pean democratic country whose admission
would fulfill the objectives of the [North At-
lantic] Treaty will be excluded from consid-
eration”.

(9) At the Washington Summit of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization in April
1999, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
heads of state and government issued a
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communiqué declaring ‘‘[wle pledge that
NATO will continue to welcome new mem-
bers in a position to further the principles of
the [North Atlantic] Treaty and contribute
to peace and security in the Euro-Atlantic
area . . . [t]he three new members will not
be the last ... [n]Jo European democratic
country whose admission would fulfill the
objectives of the Treaty will be excluded
from consideration, regardless of its geo-
graphic location .. .”.

(10) In May 2000 in Vilnius, Lithuania, the
foreign ministers of Albania, Bulgaria, Esto-
nia, Latvia, Lithuania, the Republic of Mac-
edonia (FYROM), Romania, Slovakia, and
Slovenia issued a statement (later joined by
Croatia) declaring that—

(A) their countries will cooperate in joint-
ly seeking membership in the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization in the next round of en-
largement of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization;

(B) the realization of membership in the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization by one
or more of these countries would be a success
for all; and

(C) eventual membership in the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization for all of these
countries would be a success for Europe and
for the North Atlantic Treaty Organization.

(11) On June 15, 2001, in a speech in War-
saw, Poland, President George W. Bush stat-
ed ‘‘[a]ll of Europe’s new democracies, from
the Baltic to the Black Sea and all that lie
between, should have the same chance for se-
curity and freedom—and the same chance to
join the institutions of Europe—as Europe’s
old democracies have . . . I believe in NATO
membership for all of Europe’s democracies
that seek it and are ready to share the re-
sponsibilities that NATO brings . . . [a]s we
plan to enlarge NATO, no nation should be
used as a pawn in the agenda of others . . .
[w]e will not trade away the fate of free Eu-
ropean peoples . . . [n]Jo more Munichs . . .
[n]o more Yaltas . . . [a]s we plan the Prague
Summit, we should not calculate how little
we can get away with, but how much we can
do to advance the cause of freedom’’.

(12) On October 22, 1996, in a speech in De-
troit, Michigan, former President William J.
Clinton stated “NATO’s doors will not close
behind its first new members . NATO
should remain open to all of Europe’s emerg-
ing democracies who are ready to shoulder
the responsibilities of membership . . . [n]o
nation will be automatically excluded . . .
[n]o country outside NATO will have a veto
. . . [a] gray zone of insecurity must not re-
emerge in Europe’’.

(13) At the Prague Summit of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization in November
2002, Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia were in-
vited to join the Alliance in the second
round of enlargement of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization since the end of the
Cold War, and the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization heads of state and government
issued a declaration stating “NATO’s door
will remain open to European democracies
willing and able to assume the responsibil-
ities and obligations of membership, in ac-
cordance with Article 10 of the Washington
Treaty’’.

(14) On May 8, 2003, the United States Sen-
ate unanimously approved the Resolution of
Ratification to Accompany Treaty Docu-
ment No. 108-4, Protocols to the North At-
lantic Treaty of 1949 on Accession of Bul-
garia, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania,
Slovakia, and Slovenia, inviting Bulgaria,
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slo-
vakia, and Slovenia to join the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization.

(15) At the Istanbul Summit of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization in June 2004,
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
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heads of state and government issued a
communiqué reaffirming that NATO’s door
remains open to new members, declaring
“[wle celebrate the success of NATO’s Open
Door Policy, and reaffirm tody that our
seven new members will not be the last. The
door to membership remains open. We wel-
come the progress made by Albania, Croatia,
and the former Yugoslav Republic of Mac-
edonia (1) in implementing their Annual Na-
tional Programmes under the Membership
Action Plan, and encourage them to con-
tinue pursuing the reforms necessary to
progress toward NATO membership. We also
commend their contribution to regional sta-
bility and cooperation. We want all three
countries to succeed and will continue to as-
sist them in their reform efforts. NATO will
continue to assess each country’s candidacy
individually, based on the progress made to-
wards reform goals pursued through the
Membership Action Plan, which will remain
the vehicle to keep the readiness of each as-
pirant for membership under review. We di-
rect that NATO Foreign Ministers keep the
enlargement process, including the imple-
mentation of the Membership Action Plan,
under continual review and report to us. We
will review at the next Summit progress by
aspirants towards membership based on that
report’’.

(16) Georgia and Ukraine have stated their
desire to join the Euro-Atlantic community,
and in particular, are seeking to join the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization. Georgia
and Ukraine are working closely with the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization and its
members to meet criteria for eventual mem-
bership in NATO.

(17) At a press conference with President
Mikhail Saakashvili of Georgia in Wash-
ington, D.C. on July 5, 2006, President George
W. Bush stated that ‘. . I believe that
NATO would benefit with Georgia being a
member of NATO, and I think Georgia would
benefit. And there’s a way forward through
the Membership Action Plan ... And I'm a
believer in the expansion of NATO. I think
it’s in the world’s interest that we expand
NATO”.

(18) Following a meeting of NATO Foreign
Ministers in New York on September 21, 2006,
NATO Secretary General Jaap de Hoop
Scheffer announced the launching of an In-
tensified Dialogue on membership between
the Alliance and Georgia.

(19) At the NATO-Ukraine Commission
Summit in Brussels in February 2005, Presi-
dent of Ukraine Victor Yushchenko declared
membership in NATO as the ultimate goal of
Ukraine’s cooperation with the Alliance and
expressed Ukraine’s desire to conclude a
Membership Action Plan.

(200 At the NATO-Ukraine Commission
Foreign Ministerial meeting in Vilnius in
April 2005, NATO and Ukraine launched an
Intensified Dialogue on the potential mem-
bership of Ukraine in NATO.

(21) At the Riga Summit of the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization in November 2006,
the Heads of State and Government of the
member countries of NATO issued a declara-
tion reaffirming that NATO’s door remains
open to new members, declaring that ‘all
European democratic countries may be con-
sidered for MAP (Membership Action Plan)
or admission, subject to decision by the NAC
(North Atlantic Council) at each stage, based
on the performance of these countries to-
wards meeting the objectives of the North
Atlantic Treaty. We direct that NATO For-
eign Ministers keep that process under con-
tinual review and report to us. We welcome
the efforts of Albania, Croatia, and the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia to
prepare themselves for the responsibilities
and obligations of membership. We reaffirm
that the Alliance will continue with Georgia
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and Ukraine its Intensified Dialogues which
cover the full range of political, military, fi-
nancial and security issues relating to those
countries’ aspirations to membership, with-
out prejudice to any eventual Alliance deci-
sion. We reaffirm the importance of the
NATO-Ukraine Distinctive Partnership,
which has its 10th anniversary next year and
welcome the progress that has been made in
the framework of our Intensified Dialogue.
We appreciate Ukraine’s substantial con-
tributions to our common security, includ-
ing through participation in NATO-led oper-
ations and efforts to promote regional co-
operation. We encourage UKkraine to con-
tinue to contribute to regional security. We
are determined to continue to assist,
through practical cooperation, in the imple-
mentation of far-reaching reform efforts, no-
tably in the fields of national security,
defence, reform of the defence-industrial sec-
tor and fighting corruption. We welcome the
commencement of an Intensified Dialogue
with Georgia as well as Georgia’s contribu-
tion to international peacekeeping and secu-
rity operations. We will continue to engage
actively with Georgia in support of its re-
form process. We encourage Georgia to con-
tinue progress on political, economic and
military reforms, including strengthening
judicial reform, as well as the peaceful reso-
lution of outstanding conflicts on its terri-
tory. We reaffirm that it is of great impor-
tance that all parties in the region should
engage constructively to promote regional
peace and stability.”.

(22) Contingent upon their continued im-
plementation of democratic, defense, and
economic reform, and their willingness and
ability to meet the responsibilities of mem-
bership in the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation and a clear expression of national in-
tent to do so, Congress calls for the timely
admission of Albania, Croatia, Georgia, Mac-
edonia (FYROM), and Ukraine to the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization to promote se-
curity and stability in Europe.

SEC. 3. DECLARATIONS OF POLICY.

Congress—

(1) reaffirms its previous expressions of
support for continued enlargement of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization con-
tained in the NATO Participation Act of
1994, the NATO Enlargement Facilitation
Act of 1996, the European Security Act of
1998, and the Gerald B. H. Solomon Freedom
Consolidation Act of 2002;

(2) supports the commitment to further en-
largement of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization to include European democracies
that are able and willing to meet the respon-
sibilities of Membership, as expressed by the
Alliance in its Madrid Summit Declaration
of 1997, its Washington Summit Communiqué
of 1999, its Prague Summit Declaration of
2002, its Istanbul Summit Communiqué of
2004, and its Riga Summit Declaration of
2006; and

(3) endorses the vision of further enlarge-
ment of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion articulated by President George W.
Bush on June 15, 2001, and by former Presi-
dent William J. Clinton on October 22, 1996,
and urges our allies in the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization to work with the United
States to realize a role for the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization in promoting global
security, including continued support for en-
largement to include qualified candidate
states, specifically by entering into a Mem-
bership Action Plan with Georgia and recog-
nizing the progress toward meeting the re-
sponsibilities and obligations of NATO mem-
bership by Albania, Croatia, Georgia, Mac-
edonia (FYROM), and Ukraine.
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SEC. 4. DESIGNATION OF ALBANIA, CROATIA,
GEORGIA, MACEDONIA (FYROM),
AND UKRAINE AS ELIGIBLE TO RE-
CEIVE ASSISTANCE UNDER THE
NATO PARTICIPATION ACT OF 1994.

(a) DESIGNATION.—

(1) ALBANIA.—The Republic of Albania is
designated as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section
203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994
(title II of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928
note), and shall be deemed to have been so
designated pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of
such Act.

(2) CROATIA.—The Republic of Croatia is
designated as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section
203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994,
and shall be deemed to have been so des-
ignated pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of such
Act.

(3) GEORGIA.—Georgia is designated as eli-
gible to receive assistance under the pro-
gram established under section 203(a) of the
NATO Participation Act of 1994, and shall be
deemed to have been so designated pursuant
to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

(4) MACEDONIA (FYROM).—The Republic of
Macedonia (FYROM) is designated as eligible
to receive assistance under the program es-
tablished under section 203(a) of the NATO
Participation Act of 1994, and shall be
deemed to have been so designated pursuant
to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

(5) UKRAINE.—UKkraine is designated as eli-
gible to receive assistance under the pro-
gram established under section 203(a) of the
NATO Participation Act of 1994, and shall be
deemed to have been so designated pursuant
to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The designa-
tion of the Republic of Albania, the Republic
of Croatia, Georgia, the Republic of Mac-
edonia (FYROM), and Ukraine pursuant to
subsection (a) as eligible to receive assist-
ance under the program established under
section 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act
of 1994—

(1) is in addition to the designation of Po-
land, Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slo-
venia pursuant to section 606 of the NATO
Enlargement Facilitation Act of 1996 (title
VI of section 101(c) of title I of division A of
Public Law 104-208; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), the
designation of Romania, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, and Bulgaria pursuant to section
2703(b) of the European Security Act of 1998
(title XXVII of division G of Public Law 105—
277; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), and the designation
of Slovakia pursuant to section 4(a) of the
Gerald B. H. Solomon Freedom Consolida-
tion Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-187; 22 U.S.C.
1928 note) as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section
203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994;
and

(2) shall not preclude the designation by
the President of other countries pursuant to
section 203(d)(2) of the NATO Participation
Act of 1994 as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section
203(a) of such Act.

SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF SECURITY ASSIST-
ANCE FOR COUNTRIES DESIGNATED
UNDER THE NATO PARTICIPATION
ACT OF 199%4.

Of the amounts made available for fiscal
year 2008 under section 23 of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2763) such sums as
may be necessary are authorized to be appro-
priated for assistance to the Republic of Al-
bania, the Republic of Croatia, Georgia, the
Republic of Macedonia (FYROM), and
Ukraine.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 835, HAWAIIAN HOMEOWNER-
SHIP OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 2007

Ms. CASTOR, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-73) on the resolution (H.
Res. 269) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 835) to reauthorize the
programs of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development for hous-
ing assistance for Native Hawaiians,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF

H.R. 1401, RAIL AND PUBLIC
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY
ACT OF 2007

Ms. CASTOR, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-74) on the resolution (H.
Res. 270) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 1401) to improve the secu-
rity of railroads, public transportation,
and over-the-road buses in the United
States, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

———

PROTECT IMPORTANT TAX RELIEF

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Madam Speaker, I rise today to ex-
press my concern that the Democrats
will not extend tax measures critical to
the American people. Residents in my
own State are at risk. Floridians cur-
rently can deduct their sales tax from
the Federal income tax. However, this
deduction expires this year.

As Democrats set their agenda for
the coming year, there is talk of offset-
ting increases in Federal spending by
raising taxes for millions of Ameri-
cans. Quite frankly, I worry that the
use of this provision will be to pay for
additional spending. Constituents don’t
want additional taxes. They want us to
be more conservative in spending.

Listen up, America. Congress needs
to be sure that taxpayers do not face
unnecessary tax increases. I appeal to
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to ensure that our constituents are
able to keep more of their hard-earned
money.

———

GRANDMOTHER AND THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, the U.S.
Attorney General, Alberto Gonzales, is
the chief law enforcement officer in
this Nation. He is the most powerful
prosecutor in America. As such, his
credibility is based on his word. He
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must never deceive, mislead or mis-
state.

There have been two different ac-
counts by his office about the firings of
some U.S. Attorneys. Gonzalez says he
never has discussed the firings, but se-
cret memos show a meeting to discuss
such was held in his very office where
he was present. Both statements can-
not be true. His word is tarnished.

The issue is not whether the adminis-
tration can fire U.S. Attorneys. It can
do so for almost any reason under the
law.

Madam Speaker, growing up, my
grandmother was the Chief Law En-
forcement Officer. Her word was the
law. I never doubted what she said. I
respected her because she was always
bluntly truthful. If she had told me it
was raining in my house, I would have
rushed home and started putting plas-
tic over the furniture, because she
never misled or misstated the truth.

This Nation deserves better than to
have an Attorney General who cannot
be forthright with Congress and mis-
leads the citizens he has been sworn to
protect. He has a credibility issue. His
word should be as bluntly truthful as
my grandmother’s.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

AMERICA MUST BECOME ENERGY
INDEPENDENT

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KINGSTON. Madam Speaker, in
2004, the United States of America
spent $103 billion buying oil from non-
democratic countries, such countries
as Venezuela, as Iran, as Russia, and
even ones who are our allies like Saudi
Arabia, where some of that money
finds its way into the hands of terrorist
groups.

We are funding both sides in the war
on terrorism. It is a national security
issue. We have to get off Middle East
oil, and we need to reduce our oil de-
pendency. We import 60 percent of our
oil today.

Congressman ELIOT ENGEL and I have
introduced H.R. 670. The goal of it is to
reduce our oil consumption by 20 per-
cent in 20 years. It has overwhelming
bipartisan support, both in the House
and the Senate.

Now, if you don’t buy that, there is
another reason to focus on this, and it
has to do with your pocketbook. Just
think about the flexibility that we
have out there in fuel choices, from
ethanol to biodiesel to battery oper-
ated cars.

Madam Speaker, we need to move in
this direction. I recommend H.R. 670 to
my colleagues and hope they will co-
sponsor it with me.

——
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.

WATSON). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and
under a previous order of the House,
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the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

———

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICI-
ARY, 110TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, in accord-
ance with clause 2(a) of rule XlI of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, | respectfully
submit the rules of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. The Committee on the Judiciary
adopted these rules by voice vote, a quorum
being present, at our organizational meeting
on January 24, 2007.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, RULES OF PROCEDURE,
ONE HUNDRED TENTH CONGRESS, ADOPTED JANU-
ARY 24, 2007

Rule I. The Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives are the rules of the Committee
on the Judiciary and its Subcommittees with
the following specific additions thereto.

RULE II. COMMITTEE MEETINGS

(a) The regular meeting day of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary for the conduct of
its business shall be on Wednesday of each
week while the House is in session.

(b) Additional meetings may be called by
the Chairman and a regular meeting of the
Committee may be dispensed with when, in
the judgment of the Chairman, there is no
need therefor.

(c) At least 24 hours (excluding Saturdays,
Sundays and legal holidays when the House
is not in session) before each scheduled Com-
mittee or Subcommittee meeting, each
Member of the Committee or Subcommittee
shall be furnished a list of the bill(s) and sub-
ject(s) to be considered and/or acted upon at
the meeting. Bills or subjects not listed shall
be subject to a point of order unless their
consideration is agreed to by a two-thirds
vote of the Committee or Subcommittee.

(d) In an emergency that does not reason-
ably allow for 24 hours’ notice, the Chairman
may waive the 24-hour notice requirement
with the agreement of the Ranking Minority
Member.

(e) Committee and Subcommittee meetings
for the transaction of business, i.e. meetings
other than those held for the purpose of tak-
ing testimony, shall be open to the public ex-
cept when the Committee or Subcommittee
determines by majority vote to close the
meeting because disclosure of matters to be
considered would endanger national security,
would compromise sensitive law enforcement
information, or would tend to defame, de-
grade or incriminate any person or otherwise
would violate any law or rule of the House.

(f) Every motion made to the Committee
and entertained by the Chairman shall be re-
duced to writing upon demand of any Mem-
ber, and a copy made available to each Mem-
ber present.

(g) For purposes of taking any action at a
meeting of the full Committee or any Sub-
committee thereof, a quorum shall be con-
stituted by the presence of not less than one-
third of the Members of the Committee or
subcommittee, except that a full majority of
the Members of the Committee or Sub-
committee shall constitute a quorum for
purposes of reporting a measure or rec-
ommendation from the Committee or Sub-
committee, closing a meeting to the public,
or authorizing the issuance of a subpoena.

(h)(1) Subject to subparagraph (2), the
Chairman may postpone further proceedings
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